
 

 

PERSONAL STATEMENT OF AMANDA WALKER 

 

1) My name is Amanda Furby-Walker, I have ridden horses for over 50 years, 

have owned horses personally for more than 47 years, and I have ridden 

competitively for most of this time.  My extensive knowledge of horses comes 

from looking after my own horses and running my own yards for many years, 

as well as working with some of the top riders and vets in the UK.  I have 

been lucky enough to train under some of the very best trainers in the UK, 

including Judy Bradwell, Caroline Moore FBHS  (UK Junior Eventing Team 

coach), Mark Kyle (Irish International rider), Ruth Edge (UK International 

rider), as well as having the support of Benoit Herinckx who is a senior partner 

at  Newmarket Equine Hospital – one of the top equine veterinary hospitals in 

the World.  I am constantly researching and evaluating new methods of horse 

training and the care of horses to ensure that we produce our horses using 

only the best practices at all the times.  I have a great depth of knowledge 

when it comes to horses and working them in a holistic way to ensure that 

every horse has the best opportunity to achieve its maximum potential. I 

personally take full responsibility for every horse in our yard, whether we own 

them, or they belong to someone else. 

 

2) I have produced and competed event horses to 4 star as well as producing 

a horse that went to the 7 yr old Eventing World Championship.  Over the last 

few years I have tended to produce horses to a certain stage, and then decide 

whether to sell them if I don’t think they are going to go on to the higher levels. 

If I think they are good enough, I pass them on to top professional riders like 

Clarke Johnstone or Piggy French in the UK who can then take them on 

further up the levels. 

 
3) In the UK we ran a large business employing up to 72 staff in addition to 

many subcontractors. Keith and I were jointly responsible for health and 

safety within the Company.  To comply with UK Health and Safety regulations 

we both had to be trained by a senior Health and Safety Consultant, David 

Daniels of Coach House Risk Services Limited, Rugby, UK. David instigated a 

very tight system of risk assessments and method statements for everything 



 

 

that we did in our steel fabrication, construction and fit out business.  He then 

came in, initially every 3 months, to check that we were continuously 

upgrading the risk assessments and method statements, and then as the 

years went by, once every 6 months and finally only once a year.  After more 

than 15 years of working with us David Daniels retired but said he was more 

than happy for us to continue without him as we had a thorough grasp of all 

areas of Health and Safety and we had an exemplary record.  Much of the 

work we undertook is considered in the UK to be high risk, but through our 

thorough site specific risk assessment and method statement system for each 

individual task the business undertook we never had a serious injury in 30 

years.  We have brought this ethos down to our business in New Zealand. 

 

4) Our system of producing  site-specific risk assessments and method 

statements is as follows. For each operation or task we identify the risk, its 

probability of it happening and the potential severity of injury that could occur. 

This is then quantified as detailed bellow: 

 

1) We looked at the likelihood of something happening using a 

score of 0 to 5, where 0 is it would not happen and 5 will happen.  

 

2) Then we look at the potential harm that could result from the 

incident using a score of 0 to 5, again 0 is no likelihood of any injury 

and 5 is severe injury/fatal. 

 

3) We then multiplied the 2 scores together, if the result is less 

than 4 then the item is classed as a green item and no further action 

other than continuous reviewing of the risk is needed.  If the result is 5-

8 then this risk is an amber risk and we must take extra steps to keep 

everyone as safe as possible.  Anything over 8 is classed as a red risk 

and we considered it a serious risk that has to be mitigated in whatever 

way we can (regardless of the cost) to reduce the score to 8 or below.  

If this score cannot be achieved then that operation or task cannot be 

allowed to start or continue.  If the operation or task is complex then an 



 

 

additional precise method statement is produced that must be followed 

exactly to ensure that the controls put in place are complied with. 

 

For example, riding out round the farm is currently at 8 (amber).  The 

chances of someone falling off is a 2 (as we have mitigated many of 

the issues that would raise this figure) and the risk of serious injury is a 

4.  Multiply the 2 together and you end up at 8, just inside the amber 

section.  However, if the road changes go ahead in accordance with 

the application then the chances of someone falling would rise to 3.5, 

because of the increased risk of horses spooking. The risk of injury 

would stay at 4, so multiplied together and it gives us 14 which is well 

over amber and into the red.  The only mitigation to this hazard is to 

stop horses working on the top end of the track. 

 

Use of Canter Track  

 

5) I personally use our canter track a minimum of 6 days a week and currently 

work 6-8 horses a day. I normally work each horse for between 40 minutes to 

1 hour and 15 minutes depending on what work load each horse requires. 

The younger horses work in pairs and the older horses work on their own. No 

one else is able to use the track when I am working my horses. 

 

6) We make the track available for external use by customers when we are 

not using the track ourselves. Visitors are allocated a 45 minute time slot with 

a maximum of two horses on the track at any one time. Generally speaking 

customers have to fit around our use of the track and we often find ourselves 

turning down requests because we are using the track and we do not permit 

more than 2 horses on the track at any one time for reasons of health and 

safety. 

 

7) Please see the attached risk assessment for the canter track (Appendix 1). 

You will see the matrix at the bottom of the page that shows the current figure 

is 8 which puts it in the amber zone. Originally it was higher than this, but we 

have mitigated this with the following rules: 



 

 

 

1 All riders must wear proper safety helmets, body protectors, riding 

boots and not take young or tricky horses up the track on their own. 

 

2 Riders must always have a mobile phone with them. 

 

3 All grass around the edge of the canter track, the jump out gates, and 

arenas is to be kept mowed short in order not to give wildlife somewhere 

to pop out from. 

 

4 All gear must be thoroughly checked every day to ensure there is no 

risk of it breaking whilst being used. 

 

5 Any young horses or horses considered to be difficult must first be 

ridden in the lunge pen until assessed to be safe to move on into the arena 

and then are reassessed again before being allowed to work on the track. 

 

8) A further example of our proactive rather than reactive approach to health 

and safety is that in mid-2018, on examining the accident book, it was 

apparent that our risk assessment and method statement for riding pre-

training racehorses required revision.  The revision indicated that the activity 

was well in the red zone and action needed to be taken.  We were unable to 

reduce the risk level below red as at the time we did not have the necessary 

facilities. The only solution was to stop pre-training racehorses which we did, 

until our new facilities had been completed. 

 

9) New Zealand Work Safe demand that we operate in a manner that is as 

safe as possible and does not compromise health and safety to an 

unacceptable level. How can we continue operating in a safe manner on the 

track alongside Kaipaki Road knowing that it has increased the risk well into 

the red? 

 

10) My position is that health and safety demands a proactive rather than a 

reactive attitude and that a human life is beyond a monetary value. 



 

 

 

11) As explained above, the new roading will mean that our risk assessment 

for using the canter track will rise to 14 which is well into the red.  The only 

solution to mitigate this high number will be to stop anyone from using the 

track from the cross drive up.  I am not against the applicant establishing and 

maintaining a sand quarry on the subject site, provided that it does not have a 

knock-on effect on to anyone else, which this quarry application will quite 

clearly do.  I feel very strongly that the lack of regard that the applicant is 

clearly showing goes very much against our legal property rights to have free 

use of our property. 

 

12) I am personally very aggrieved that we may end up paying to move our 

canter track because our health and safety risk will be changed by something 

that has nothing to do with us.  I understand that the district needs the sand 

and have no problem with this.  However, the necessary health and safety 

changes dictated by the roading changes will mean that we can no longer use 

out canter track in its present form. This takes away one of our basic property 

rights, that is, the right to the free enjoyment of the whole of our property.  The 

costs and changes that could be forced upon us because of this application 

are, in our terms, significant.   

 

13) My husband and I originally lodged a submission in opposition because 

we believe that everyone has a fundamental right to be safe. The original 

roading plan in the application would not have achieved this.  We are relieved 

to see that there will now be changes and conditions to ensure that the road 

and access will be safe for users of Kaipaki Road, including quarry users.  

Unfortunately the only people who are now not going to be safe is ourselves 

whilst working horses on our own property.  That is not a fair outcome. 

 

14) We are pleased to see that Waipa District Council have installed 2 

advisory signs to help stop HCVs from using McEldownie Road and the east 

end of Mystery Creek Road.  The signs are located at the junction of Kaipaki 

Road and McEldownie Road and the junction of Mellow Road and Mystery 

Creek Road (see Appendix 2).  The recently installed signs are relevant to  



 

 

the evidence of Mark Chrisp of Mitchell Daysh and Alistair Black of Gray 

Matter. 

 

Amanda Furby-Walker 

 
 
 
  



RIVERMONTE PARK RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

TITLE

HAZARD PERSONS AT RISK AND HOW CONTROLS IN PLACE

PRESENT 

RISK 

LEVEL

FURTHER CONTROLS TO 

CONSIDER/IMPLIMENT

ACTION 

BY 

WHOM

TARGET 

DATE

Riding in the arena and hacking Staff  & visitors                                                             

Muscular and Skeletal injury                      

Horse inflicted injuries                   

Falling from height injuries

Continual assessment of staffs riding 

ability.

Riding hat, gloves and ridding 

footwear with a heal to be worn at 

all times whilst mounted.

Body protectors to be worn at all 

times when riding young, difficult 

horses and when jumping, hacking 

or using the gallops.                                 

The cross country arena must not be 

used unaccompanied.                                               

High visability clothing to be worn 

when hacking. 

Intended hacking route to be 

notified to yard staff and a mobile 

telephone must be taken.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    

The condition of tack is to be 

carefully monitored during daily 

cleaning. Overly worn tack must be 

replaced and not used.

 Monitor visitors compliance of 

above.

All areas adjacent to tracks, arenas 

etc are to be kept mowed and tidy

 6-ARENA RIDING & HACKING
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RIVERMONTE PARK RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

INITIATED BY Keith Walker DATE CREATED

DATES AMENDED/REVISED 15/06/2019 Risk of occurrence 2 Extent of injury 4 8

09/05/2016
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